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CH.D, NORTH, J. os oes eee 8.J. 141 

6. Widow—Misconduct—Bigamy—“‘ Special circumstances ’— 
Probate Act, 1857, s. 73—Absence of widow—Citation.— Middle- 
ton, In the Goods of, PD. EAD. ore os 8.J. 109 

7. Will—Trust for sale of real estate—Option to purchase given 
to person named at specified price—Suale of real estate in creditor's 
action at price exceeding option price—Application of surplus 
after payment of debte.—Kerry, Re, Bocock v. Kerry, cup. 
NORTH, J. wae oie 8.J. 184 

See also Coets, 1, 3; Mortgage, 1, 2. 


ANNUITY :—Tenant for life—Remainderman—Corpus or income. 
~-Muffelt, In re, Jones v. Mason, cu.p. cuiTTy, J. oo WR. 9 


ARBITRATION :—Reference by agreement—Costs of reference— 
Terms of submission.—Autothreptic Co.’s and Townsend & Co.'s | 
Arbitration, In re, a.B.D. ... ~— ae 

See aleo Building Society, 1; Railway Company, 1 | 


ATTACHMENT :—Receiver and manager appointed by the court— 
Disobedience to order to pay money into court by person acting 
in fiduciary capacity—Discretion of court—Member of Parlia- 
ment—Privilege from arrest—Debtors Act, 1869, e. 4, sub- 
section 3—Debtors Act, 1878, 8s, 1.—Gent, Jn re, Gent-Davis v. 
Harris, cu.p. NortH, 3... « wa tt 
See aleo Bankruptcy, 10 ; Contempt of Court ; County Court, 
4; Practice, 6. 


BANKRUPTCY :—1. Act of bankruptcy—Bankruptcy notice—At- 
tachment of shares by judgment creditor during currency of 
notice—Payment prevented—Bankrupicy Act, 1883, s. 4, sub- 
section 1 (9).—McMurdo, Ex parte, Sedgwick, In re, arr. W.R. 72 

2. Actions pending in Queen’s Bench Division—Application to 
transfer—Practice— Bankruptcy Act, 1883, e. 102, sub-section 
(4).— Trustee, The, Ex parte, Ross, In re, nxcy. oe «©60CLWW.R. 255 

3. Apparent possession—Assignment of property without con- 
sideration—Bill of sale—Re-registration—Bill of sale void for 
want of new registration under Bills of Sale Act, 1866, ®, 4— 
Bills of Sale Act, 1878, se. 11, 14, 23.—Chief Official Leceiver, 

Ex parte, Emery, In re, APP. . We. 91 

4. Assignment of right of action—Maintenanec—Champerty— 
Bankruptcy Act, 1883, e. 57, sub-section 8; s. 168.—Guy v. 
Churchill, cu.p. curry, 3.. ose S.J. 126 

5. Bankruptcy notice _ - Aesignec of judgment creditor — 
Trustee in bankruptcy—Bankruptcy Act, 1883, s. 4, sub-section 
1 (g).—Harzrer, Kx parte, Goldring, In re, arr. oe «=©)—CWW.R, 228 

6, Bankruptcy notice—Judgment by consent—Failure to file 
judge’s order—Debtors Act, 1869, s. 27.—Guest, Ex parte, 
Russell, In re, arr. mr oo Wan i 

7. Composition — Annulment _ ‘Discharge of surety—Bank- 
ruptcy Act, 1863, e. 18, sub-section 11—Bankruptcy Rules, 1886, 

y, 213.— Walton v. Cook, CH.D, KAY, J. oo. W.R. 189 

&, Composition—* Debts due Liabilities—Release of debtor 
—Bankruptcy Act, 1883, s. 18, sub-section 8.—Flint v. Barnard, 

W.R. 185 


APP. eee eee eee eee eee eee 
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9. Contingent liability of assignee — Effect of discharge — 
‘Proof—Covenant to repair—Eankruptcy Act, 1869, ss. 31, 49.— 
Hardy v. Fothergill, uu. ... oe «== WR. 177 

10. Defaulting trustee—Non- ~payment of ‘moneys into Bank- 
ruptcy Estates Account—Motion to commit—Bankruptcy Act, 
1883, s. 102, sub-section (5).—Board of Trade, Ex parte, 
Nicholson, In re, pxcy. ... _ W.R. 239 

11. Disclaimer—Bankrupt lessee—Mortgage by sub-demise— 
Vesting order—Exclusion—Application by lessor—Bankruptcy 
Act, 1883, 8. 55, sub-section (1), (6).—Finley, In re, — 
workers’ Company, Ex parte, APP. .. .. WR 6 

12. Disclaimer of lease—Breach of contract by trustee—Per- 
sonal liabiJity—Bankruptcy Act, 1883, s, 55, sub-section 2— 
Counter-claim for unexhausted improvemente—Agricultural 34 
ings Act, 1883, s. 8.—Schofield v. Hincks, a.n.v. ms R. 157 

13. J ariediction—Avnulling of adjudication—Bankruptcy Act, 
1883, es, 23, 35.—Board of Trade, Ex parte, Gyll, Re, nxoy. 

W.R. 164 

14. Order and disposition—Debts growing due to bankrupt in 
course of trade—Deposit of hiring agreement as security —Bank- 
ruptey Act, 1883, s. 44, sub-section (iii.).—Rawlings, Ex parte, 
Davis, Re (No. 1), BKCY. ... - WRB. 141 

15. Petition—Judgment debt—Appeal from judgment —Stay of 
proceedinge—Discretion of registrar—Power of court to go behind 
judgment on hearing of petition—Bankruptcy Act, 1883, ¢, 7, 
sub-sections 3, 4.—Scofch Whisky Distillers, Ex purte, Flatau, 

Re, arr. —_ W.R. 42 

16. Petitioning “creditor—Receiver—46 & 47 Vict. c. 52, s. %. _ 
Sacker, D. N., Ex parte, Sacker, Re, arr... W.R. 204 

17. Proof—Interest accrued due since date of adjadication— 
Covenant to pay lump sum consisting of principal and interest— 
Divisibility of covenant.— Hope, Ex parte, Fane, Re, arr. 8.3. 93 

18, Scheme—Applicatioa to rescind receiving order—Assent of 
creditors—Jurisdiction—Bankruptcy Act, 1883, ss, 18, 104.— 
Dixon & Cardus, Ex parte, Dixon & Cardus, Re, nxcy. W.R. 96 

ave. W.B. 161 

19. Secured creditor—Exccution creditor—Appoiatment of 
receiver of debtor’s goods—Equitable execution—Receiving order 
against debtor while goods unsold—Completion of execution— 
Bankruptcy Act, 1883, as. 9 (sub-section 2), 45, 168.—Charring- 
ton, Ex parte(Moore, Ex parte), Dickenson, Re, wxcy.... W-R. 96 

apr. W.R. 130 

20, Wedding presents—Right of trustee of husband to—Sepa- 
rate estate of wife—Bankruptcy Act, 1883, es. 44, 54.—Punnell, 

Ex parte, Jamieson, Re, pxcy. oes 8.J. 202 

See also Bill of Sale, 7 2; Practice, 75 Solicitor, 10. 


BILL OF SALE:—1. Assignment of hiriug agreements as security 


—Bankruptcy—Bills of Sale Act, 1882, ss. 8, 9—Bankruptcy Ast, 
1883, s. 44, sub-section (iii. ).—Rawlings, ‘x parle, Davis, Re 
(No, 2), BKCY. ee oon «SC Wet, 268 
s. Baakruptey—Assignment of benefit of hiring agreements — 
Furniture to be paid for by instalments— Bankruptcy of assignor— 
Right to instalments accruing due after commencement of bank- 
ruptcy—Bills of Sale Act, 1878, #. 4.—Rawlings, Ex parte, Davis, 


In re (No, 3), arr. ..»  W.R, 203 
3. Mortgage—Trade machinery—Bills of Sale Act, 1878, ee. 4, 
5, 7.—Lusty, Ex parte, “+ Re, Q.B.D. ove - S.J, 185 


See also Bankruptcy, 3. 


BUILDING SOCIETY:—1. Action by society against former 


directors to recover moneys improperly received and amg 
—Arbitration—Building Societies Acts, 1874, s. 4, and 1884, s, 2 
—Municipal Permanent Building Society % "Richards, avr. W.R. 184 
2, Alteration of rules—Certificate of registration.— Rosenberg v. 
Northumberland Building Society, arr. ose og 8.J. 200 
3, Company—Winding-up order— Summons for repayment of 
money—Building Societies Act, 1874, s. 32—Companies Act, 1862, 
ss. 101, 138, 165—Companics Act, 1867. —Sunderland, &c., 
Building Society, In re, Jackson, Ex parte,qQu.d. we WR. 95 
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CHAMPERTY :—Maintenance—Agreement to advance money for 
costs of pending litigation to be carried on by specified eolicitor— 
Mortgage of property the subject of the litigation—Bonus to 
mortgagec—Collateral ee ee bargain.— 
James v. Kerr, cut.v, KAY, 3 ; - 8. 

See also Bankruptcy, 4 


CHARITY :—1. Construction—Legacy to public re Re, 
CH.D. CHITTY, J. os. eee S.J. 
2. Settlement of echeme—Jurisdiction of " eourt—Charitable 
Trusts — 1853, 8. 28.— Norwich Town Close Estate wm Re, 
APP, eee 


COMPANY :—J. Debenture—Default in payment—Appointment of 
receiver—Condition—Breach—Covenant to pay at place named.— 
Thorn v, City Rice Mills Co., cu.p. NORTH, J.. . S.J. 

2. Dire ctor—Miefeasance— Approval of transferee of shares— 
Brokerage paid for placing shares—Liability of directors to re- 
fund—Trustees—Ulird virese—Companies Act, 1862, 8. 165.— 
Faure Electric, dc., Co., In re, cu.D. KAY, Js oss ae W.R. 

3. General meeting —Poll—Time for taking poll, —British Flax 
Producers’ Co., Re, cut.D. KAY, 3. oss S.J. 

4. Provirional liquidator—Rates assessed after appointment of 
provisional liquidator, but before winding up—Distress—Subse- 
quent voluntary winding fle 89g payable not provable—Com- 
panics Act, 1862, es. 85, 87.—Dry Docks Corporation of — 
In rey Arr. W.R. 

5. Reduction of capital—A pplication for leave to dispense with 
the words “and reduced” until the heering of the petition—Evi- 
dence-—Companies Act, 1867, e. 10.—Mazxim Western Electric Co., 
Re, cu.D. KAY, 3. ... ei S.J. 

6. Reduction of capital—Confirmation by " court—Diecretion— 
Ordinary and preference shares—Lost capital—Resolution for re- 
duction of ordinary shares only—Notice to shareholderse—Com- 
panies Act, 1867, se. 9, 11 ; Companies Act, 1877, 8. 3.—Qur- 
brada Railway, &c., Co., Re, cu.p, NoRTH, J. oo Od. 156, 

7.—Reduction of capital-—-Ordinary and preference shareholders 
Confirming resolution—Discretionary power of the court—Form of 
minute—Compauies Act, 1867, e. 11—Companies Act, 1877.— 
Barrow Hematite Steel Co., In re, cu.D. NORTH, J. +s W.E. 

8. Shares iseued at a discount—Rectification of register—R2- 
payment.—Railway Time Tables Publishing Co., Re, cu.v, stin- 
LING, J. «. ° 8.J. 

9. Summary of capital and charce—Liet of ‘members—Default 
in forwarding to registrar—Summons for penalties—Jurisdiction 
of police magistrate—Companies Act, 1862, se. 26, 27, 44.—Briton 
Medical and General Life Association, In re, cu.D. STIRLING, J. 

W.R. 

10. Voluntary winding up—Supervision order—Time of com- 
mencement of winding up— Provisional liquidator appointed be- 
fore resolution to wind up.— West Cumberland Iron, &c , Co., he 
CH.D., NORTH, J. ose S.J. 

11. Winéi 1g up—Coets—T'wo petitions—Second petition pre 
sented with notice of first.—Brooke, G. F., & Co., Re, cu.v. 
NORTH, J, ‘ &.J. 

12. Winding up—Mictake in name » of company—Amendment 
— Advertisement—Order of November, 1862, rr. 2, 53—Practice 
R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 28, r. 11.—Neuwcastle Machinists’ Co., Re, 
CH.D. KAY, J. aie ae S.J. 

13. Winding up—Previous death of petitioner—Revivor.— 
Commercial Bank of London, Re, cu D, STIRLING, J. os SJ. 

14, Winding up — Unregistered company iacorporated for 
public benefit—Transfer cf shares to avoid liability—Company 
consisting of more than seven ‘‘members’’—Companies Act, 
1862, s. 199.—South London Fish Market, In re, are. W.R. 

15. W indivg-up petition—Withdrawal of petition—Costs of 
pcrsons appeariuog.— Paper Bottle Co., In re, cH.D. NORTH, J. 

W.R. 

See also Building Socicty, 3; Costs, 3; Practice, 37; 

Solicitor, 4 


CONTEMPT of COURT:—Practicc—Imprisonment—Refusal to 
obey the court—Order of a ee (Muria Annie), ln 
re, Q B.D. ‘ axe ree ae W.R. 

See aleo Attachment ; "Tnfant. 


CONTRACT :—1. Agreement to enter into a contract with a person 
uot party to the agreement — ee ae v. 
Wheeler, arr. as. eee & 8 

2. Bond—Condition— Agreemcnt—Penalty "payable as liqui- 
datid dameger-—Restraint of tradc—Injunction.—National Pre- 
vincial Bank v. Marshall, arr. aes one, Wie 

3. Partnerthip—Innocent mierc preecntation — Restcratiun to 
status quo antc—Indemnity.—Adam v. Newbigging, ut. W.R. 

See aleo Husband and Wife ; Vendor and Purchaser, 1, 2. 
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DIVORCE :—1. 





COPYHOLDS :—-1. Devolution of trust estate—Conveyancing Act, 
1881, r. 30—Copyhold Act, 1887, s. 45—Death of last surviving 
trustee in 1884— Vesting order—Trustee Extension Act, 1852, s. 
2—‘' Wilful ” refusal to convey.— Mills’ T'rusts, Inre, arr. W.R. 81 

2. Vesting ordcr—IJnfant heir of mortgagee —Trustee Act, 


1850, s. 7—Copyhold Act, 1887, s. 45. iat Morlgages, 
Re, CH.D. STIRLING, J. sea ae ee ee” 

COSTS :—1. Administration action—Interest on costs—1l1 & 2 Vict. 

c. 110—R. S. C., 1883, ord. 41, r. 3, and ord. 42, r. 16—WSolicitors’ 

Remuneration Act, 1881, General Order, clause 7.—Aarsden’s 
8.J. 203 


Estate, Re, Withington v. Neumann, CH.D. CHITTY, J. ove 
2. Administration action—Practice—Unreasonable conduct of 
proceedings—Disallowance of taxed costs of executor out of estate 


—R. 8. C., 1883, ord, 45, rr. 1, 11.— Brown v. Burdelt, arr. S.J. 76 


3. Company—Winding up—Costs of obtaining special Act of 
Parliament to be paid by company—Claim by parliamentary agent 
—Prcmoter—Companies Clauses Consolidation Act, 1845, s. 65.— 
Skegness, &c., Tramways Co., Re, Hanly, Ex parte, arr. 

4, Jurisdiction.— Bombay ‘Civil Fund Act, 1882, Pringle, Ex 
parte, Arr. eee 

5. Taxation—“ Term feo’ Proceeding in an ‘action—R. 8. C., 
1883, appendix N.—LZevy, Ite, Myers v. Isaacs, cH.D. NORTH, J. 


8.J. 201 


See aleo Arbitration ; Champerty ; Company, 11, 12; Divorce, 
8, 8; Lands Clauses Act, 1,3; Mortgage, 4; Patent, 2; Prac- 
tice, 1, 9, 10, 11, 12, 26; Reversion; Settled Land Act, 1, 2; 
Sclicitor, 3—9. 


COUNTY COURT:—1. Appeal—Jurisdiction—Collicry guarantee 
to pay demurrage—Construction of County Courts Admiralty 
Juriediction Act Amendment Act, 1869, s. 2.—Zeus, The, 
P.D. & A.D. ° W.R. 127 
z. Jurisdiction —Probibition—A pplication for new tiial—Misre- 
ception of evidence —feg. v. County Court Judge of vie 
Yer ove W.R. 132 
3. Practice—Admiralty—Judgment of county court niles 
Appeal without leave to the Court of Appeal—County Courts Act, 
1875, e. 10—Judicature Act, 1873, s.45.—Lydia, The, arr. W.R. 161 
4, Practice—Order of commitment—Form of order—Prohibi- 
tion—County Court Rules, 1886, ord. 25, r. 33—Debtors Act, 1869, 


s. 5.—Harris vy. Slater, a B.D. one eee oes W.R. 56 


See also Practice, 9. 


COVENANT :—See Bankruptcy, 9, 17; Landlord and Tenant, 1, 
2, 3, 4, 5. 


CRIMINAL LAW.—1. Criminal libel—Newspaper Libel Act, 1881, 
v. 3—Fiat of Director of Public Prosecutionr.—Rey. v. Judd, 
Cc. 2. one oce 

- Husband and wife—Commuvication of "discase—Assault— 

24 ’: 25 Vict. c. 100, #8. 20, 47.—Zeg. v. Clarence, c.c.r. 

3. Libel—Indictment for publishing a libel ‘‘ knowing tho 
same to be false ’—Conviction for publication only—6 & 7 Vict. 

c. 96, ss. 4, 5.—Doaler v. The Queen, @.B.D. ... re W.R. 29 
DAMAGES:—1. Negligence—Mortgage—Valuation — Loss —Mis- 
representation.— Cann v. Wilson, cu.D. CHITTY, J. eee 

2. Negligence—Remoteness of damage—Fright at probable 
impending ivjury.— Victorian ss Commissioners v. Couitas, 

P.C. - eee W.R. 129 


See also Contract, i 2: ‘Ship, "ie 2, 3. 
DEBT (CROWN) :— Priority —Prerogative—Execution—Distrese.— 
Attorney-General v, Leonard, cu.p. CHITTY, J, ‘se W.R. 24 


Adultery—Leave to dispense with co-respondent— 


Divorce Act, 1857, s. 28—Matrimonial Causes Act, 1866, 8, 2.— 


Curling v. Curling, r.p. & AD. S.J. 12 
2. Agreemcnt not to sue— Petition—Bar—Nullity. — Aldridge 
v. Aldridge, r.p. & AD. os ..  W.R. 240 


3. Costs—Decree nisi—Co- respondent condemned in costs— 
Intervention by Qucen’s Proctor—Resciesion of decree.— Hechler 
v. =~ p.p. & A.D. ; oon S.J. 142 
4, Marriage with deceased wife's sister—Nullity—5 & 6 Will. 4, 
C. 54, re. 2—Knowledge of illegality—Right to decree—Matri- 
monial Causes Act, 1857, s. 22.—Andrews v. Ross, p.p. & A.D. 
W.R. 239 
5. Permarent maintenance—Order under Matrimonial Causes 
Act, 1857, s. 32—Charging husband’s property under a voluntary 
eettlement—Construction—Absolute gift—Restraint on alienation 
—Gift over—Repugnancy—Conditional limitation.—Corbelt v. 
Corbett, r.v. & A.v., W.R. 30; arr. oop, .. Wale Bae 
6. Practicc—Judicial ecparation—Question ¢ as to property be- 
tween parties to suit Summary decision—Reference to registrar 
for inquiry—Martied Women’s Property Act, 1882, s. 17.— 
Phillips v. Phillips, v.v. & av. eee eee ee =«=WR. 224 
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W.R. 166 
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INSURANUE :—1, 





Feb. 2, 1889. 


DIGEST. 


5 








7. Practice—Motion for new trial—Miedirection—Statement c of 
grounds in notice of motion—Rules of the Supreme Court, 1883, 


ord, 39, r. 3.—Taplin v. Taplin, vp.v. & ad. ... | WOR. 


8. Practicc—Wife’ 6 coste—Disobeying order to pay money into 
court as security for, or give bond to pay, coste—Attachment— 
Contempt of court—*‘ Default in payment of a sum of money "’— 
Debtors Act,-1869, e, 4—Rules of the Supreme Court, 1883, ord. 
42, rr. 4, 7. —Bates v. Bates, arr...» es W. 

9. Restitution of conjugal rights—Practice—* Written demand 
for cohabitation’”—Form of such demand—Rules in Divorce 
Causes, rr. 175, 176.—Field v. Field, arr. a. ese W.R. 

See also Domicile, 1; Will, 8. 


DOMICILE: —1. Divorve—Act on petition.—D'Etchegoyen v. 
D’ Etchegoyen, p.v. & A.D. os. W.R. 
2. Illegitimate child—Subsequent marriage ‘of parents—Legiti- 
mation of child—Intervening marriage of father with another 
woman—Domicile on birth of child and on subsequent marriage— 
Evidence of change of domicile.—Grove, lie, Vaucher v. Solicitor 
to Treasury, arr. wee — ove . = =W.R. 


EASEMENT :—1. Ancient light—Prescription—User— Windows 
with shutters occasionally opeved—Prescription Act (2 & 3 Will. 4, 
c. 71), ss. 3, 4—** Actually enjoyed.”—Cooper v. Straker, cu.p. 
ae ave W.R. 

2. Right of way—Grant of way by general ‘words—Way which 
had ceased to exist in fact twenty years before grant—‘* Ways now 
or heretofore enjoyed” as appurtenant to tenement granted.— 
Roe vy. Siddons, arr. - pe — ooo §©=— Well 


ELECTION LAW :—1. Municipal election—Eligibility of alderman 
for town councillorship—Duty of returning officer—Invalid declara- 
tion—Ballot Act, 1872, s, 2, schedule i, rr. 45, 46—Municipal 
Corporations Act, 1882, &. 34, —Pritchard v. Mayor of Bangor, 
H.Le + W.R. 

2. Municipal Corporations Election Act, 1884, % 20—Mlegal 
practice—Application for relief. —Montefiore, Ex parte, a. 7 
SJ. 


HUSBAND and WIFE :—Agreement for separation—Arrears of 
maintenance—Power of wife to contract without intervention of 
trustee—Agreement not to be performed within a year—Statute 
of Frauds (29 Car. 2, c. 3), s. 4.—McGregor v. McGregor, arr. 

W.R. 


See also Criminal Law, 2; Divorce ; Will, 9, 10. 


INFANT :—Ward of court— Marriage— Contempt—Settlement— 
Jurisdiction as to compelling execution of settlement—Infants’ 
Settlement Act, 1855, s. 1.—Zeigh, In re, Leigh v. Leigh, arr. 

W.R 


INLAND REVENUE :—1. Excise—Keeping dog without licence— 
Second offence—Penalty—Foim of summons—30 Vict. c. 5, es. 
4, 8—7 & 8 Geo. 4, c. 53, s. 783—Summary Jurisdiction Act, 1879, 
8. 4.— Murray v. Thompson, Q.B.D. W. 

2. Income tax—Allowance—Charitable purpose—Property Tax 
Act, 1842.—feg. v. Commissioners of Income Tax, arr. 8.J. 
3. Income tax—Assessment in respect of land—Embankment 
against tidal river—Preservation or protection of land—Deduc- 
tion for expenditurc—Income Tax Act, 1853, 8. 37.—Hesketh v. 
Bray, arr. aan eee W.R. 
4. Income tax—Curate—Sum — by society —Allowance— 
16 & 17 Vict. c. 34, schedules D. and E.—7Z'urner v. Cuxon, 
Q.B.D. ose ooo = WR 
5. Income tax—Inhabited house "@uty—Exemptions—Hospital 
—Self-supporting lunatic asylum—5 & 6 Vict. c. 35, s. 61, rule 
No. IV.—48 Gee. 3, c, 55, echedule B., case 1V. —Needham v. 
Bowers, a.B.D.  ... oe oo. . Wee 
6. Income tax——Interest—Trade_ ‘profite—Interest on invest- 
ments not taxed at the source—Income Tax Act, 1842, ss. 102, 
163—Income Tax Act, 1853, e. 2, schedules C. and D.—Clerical, 
Medical, &c., Assurance Society v. Carter, a B.D. os . eee 
7. Income tax—Rigbt to deduct—Inuterest on short loane.— 
Goslings v. Blake, a.B.D. «+. co 8.J. 
8. Succession duty—“ Dieposition of property’ ’—‘* Money pay- 
able under any engagement ’—Succession Duty Act, 1853, se. 1, 
2, 16.—Attorney-General v. Montefiore, a B.v. ooo Well 
9. Succession duty—“ Extinction of prior interests ’—Succes- 
sion Duty Act, 1853, s. 15.—Sitwell, Ex parte, Drury-Lowe’s 
Settlement, In re, a.B.D. ose os eee eve 2 Wolo 


Life assurance—Deed of settlement of company 
—Alteration by adding powers to transfer business—Subsequent 
agreement for transfer of business of company——Sanction of 
court to agreement—Lifo Assurance Companies Act, 1870, s. 14. 
—Argus Life Assurance Co., In re, cu.D. NORTH, 3. «. W.R. 

2. Life policy—Payment of premiums by trustee of term of 
years, but nut of policy—Indemnity—Lien—Salvage.— Win- 
chilsea (Earl) Policy Truste, In re, cu.D. NORTH, 3. R. 
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R. 230 
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J JUSTICES —1. Piesthig~Raenilin not disclosing indictable 
offence—Refusel to issue summons—Rule against justices—11 & 
12 Vict. c. 44, 8.5 (1)—Right of public meetiog in Trafalgar- 
square—Power to probibit —s & 8 Vict. c. 60.— Lewis, 
Ex parte, a.BD. ... oe «=. WOR 

2. Summary juriediction—Money. charged to have been 
fraudulently obtained—Order of magistrate to deliver such money 
—2 & 3 Vict. c. 71,6. 29—42 & 43 Vict. c. 49, 6, 44.—Reg. v. 
D’ Eyncourt, a.n.p. W.R. 


LANDLORD and TENANT :—1. Covenant for quiet enjoyment— 

Dancing—Nuisance.—Jenkins v. Jackson, cu.D. KEKEWICH, J. 

W.R. 

2. Leate—Covenant—Reversion—Heirs and assigns.—Dynevor 

(Lord) v. Tennant, uu. ... eee : 

3. Lease—Covenant by lessor to pay rates—All rates imposed — 

Water supplied to premises—Watcr rate.—Badcock v. Hunt, arr. 
W. 


eee eee eee ere 


4, Lease—Covenant for payment of rent—Assignment of term 
—Surrender by assignee of part of premises—Liability of lesecc 
on covenant—Principal and surety.—Baynton v. Morgan, arr. 

Ww. 


13 


59 


253 


R. 193 


R. 205 


R. 148 


5. Lease — Restrictive covenant — “ Business ” — Hospita) — 
** Annoyance ”’—‘' Nuisance ’’—“' Grievance "—Injunctiov.— Tod 
Heatly v. Benham, arr. ... R. 
6. Liability of landlord for inj ury caused by ‘structural defect — 
Premises let on weekly tenancy.—Sand/ord v. Clarke, a.n.v. W.R. 
7. Mortgage—Subsequent lease by mortgagor—Notice to pay 
rent to mortgagee—-Mortgagce entitled to benefit of covenantse— 
Conveysnciog and Law of Property Act, 1881, ss. 10, 18.—Muni- 
cipal Permanent Investment Building Society v. Smith, arr. W.R 


LANDS CLAUSES ACT :—1. Costs—Railway company—OCompul- 
sory purchase of land—Re-investment of purchase-money in 
land—Costs of re-investment—Funds arising from different 
Py yy ee c{ costs—Lands Clauses Consolidation 
Act, 18435, e. cities sais Curate of Bilston, Ex parte, cu.v. 
NORTH, J. eee 

2. Payment out ‘of court—Purchase-money ‘of land teken by 
railway companies—‘' Person becoming absolutely entitled ’’— 
‘Person empowered to give absolute discharge ’—Trustees with 
power of sale—Discretion of judge—Lands Olauses Oonsolidation 
Act, 1845, s, 69—Settled Land Act, 1882, es. 21 (9), 32.—Smith, 
S., Re, London and North-Western Railway Co., Ex parte, arr. 

W.R. 

3. Settled land—Land vested in trustee taken by a public body 
Payment of purchase-money into court—Petition for transfer— 
Trustees—Costs—Lands Clauses Consolidation Act, 1845, s, 80.— 
English's Trusts, Re, cu.p. Nortu, 3. bee oe Wem 

See also Railway Company, 4. 


LEASE :—See Bankruptcy, 11, 12 ; Landlord and Tenant. 


LIBEL :—Defamatory meaning—Innuendo—Publication ia trade 
newspaper of extract from register of county court judgments.— 
Williams v. Smith, a.B.D. ... ee coe §6— WR, 

See aleo Criminal Law, 1, 3 ; Practice, 28. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT :—1. Guardians of the poor acting as rural 
sanitary authority—22 & 23 Vict. c. 49, s. 1—Public Health Act, 
1875, e. 9.—Dearle v. Guardians of Petersfield, APP. ... W.R 

2, Licence—Renewal—Discretion of justices to refuse ap- 
plication—Licensing Act, 1828, e. 1—Licensing Act, 1872, s. 
42—Livensing Act, 1874, s. 26,—Sharpe v. Wakefield, arr. W.R. 

3. Metropolie—Street—General line of buildings—Metropolis 
Management Act, 1862, s. 75.—Gélbart v. Wandsworth Board 
of Works, @.B.D.e+ eee 8.J. 

4, Metropolitan Police ‘Acte—2 & 3 Vict. ‘c 71, s. 40—Deten- 
tion of goods—Dog.—Reg. v. Blade, Q.B.D. ose oo WE 

5. Urban authority—" Surveyor” "Carrying water mains— 
Report of surveyor—“ Appears necessary ’"—Public Health Act, 
1875, ss. 16, 54, 189.—Lewis v. Weston-super-Mare Local Board, 
CH.D, STIRLING, J. 4.6 eve ove gee eee W.R. 


LUNACY :—1. Sale of land belonging to lunatic—Land on which 
a house formerly s stood—Land ‘‘ made available for building 
purposes ’—Lunacy Regulation Act, 1853, s. Tae 
ite, APP. _ 

2. Trustee—Unsound mind—Paralytic—Trustee Act, 1850, ae. 
2, 32.— Barber, Re, tun. ... W.R. 


MARRIED WOMAN :—Restraint on anticipation—Power of court 
to bind her interest—Release of powcr of appointment for benefit 
of appointor—Conveyancing Act, 1881, s. 39.—Little, Re, 
Harrison v. Harrison, ou.d. KAY, J. ove eee 

See also Bankruptoy, 20; Divorce, 4, 6. 
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MASTER and SERVANT : —Accidental yaa to street lamp ie 
servant—Liability of marter—Metropolis Local Management Act 
(18 & 19 Vict. c, 120), 8. 207.— Harding v. Barker,a.n.v. W.R. 78 








MAYOR'S COURT:—1. Jurisdiction — Prohibition—‘‘ Carry on 
business’ within the City—Solicitor’s clerk—Mayor’s Court of 
London Procedure Act, 1857, s. 12.—LZewis v. Graham, arr. 

W.R. 73 
2. Practice—Prohibition—Cause of action arising out of juris- 
diction—Acquiescence—Mayor's Court.—Broad v, Perkins, arr. - 
W.R. 4! 
3. Practice—Probibition—Debt incurred outside jurisdiction, 
but assigned within it—Cause of action —Mayor’s Court Act, 
1857, s. 12—Judicature Act, 1873, s. 25, sub-section 6.— Read v. 
Brown, APP. aS ae eee ‘aa xe: sks SOR 


MORTGAGE :—1. Administrator—Chose in action—Appropriation 
—Legal personal representative—Pay ment of intercst—Statute of 
Limitations.— Barclay v. Owen, cu.D, KAY, 5. * §.J. 201 

2. Administration — Foreclosure—Sale—Foreclosure absolute 
of parts not sold.—Kilham, Re, cu.p. stIRLING, J. — S.J. 92 
3. Assignment by mortgagor of equity of redemption—Subse- 
quent mortgage by assignee to original mortgagee—lInsolvency of 
artignee—Aclion by mortgagee against original mortgagor on 
corenant—Right of original mortgagor to reconveyance on pay- 
ment.— Kinnaird v. Trollope, cut.p. sTIRLING, J. .. W.R. 234 
4, Foreclosure—Order for delivery of possession—A pplication 
after foreclocure absolute—Costs—R. S. C., 1883, ord. 18, r. 2.— 
a Day, arr. - W.R. 242 
. Power of eale—Sale by mortgagee toa company in which he 
isa sihedie—hate to set aside sale by mortgagor—Legal 
effect of such eale.—Farrar v. Farrars (Limited), arr. W.R. 196 
6. Priority — Postponement of first cquitable mortgage to 
second — Negligence — Omission to inquire for title dez:de.— 
Farrand v. Yorkshire Banking Co., cu.D. NORTH, 3. «se S.J. 28 
See also Bill of Sale, 2; Champerty ; Copyhold, 2; Damages, 
1; Landlord and Tenant, 7; Practice, 1; Settled Land Act, 2; 
Trustee, 4. 


NEGOTIABLE INSTRUMENT:—1. Conversion — Bondw stolen 
and returned to original owners—Value.—London and Uvunty 
Banking Co. v. London and River Plate Bank, arr. ... W.R. 89 

2. Foreign bonds payable to bearer—Deposit by money-dealer 
of customer’s securities—Purchaser without notice—Notice of 
want cf title in pledgor—Estoppel.—Shefield (Hur/) v. London 
Joint Stock Bank (Easton v. London Joint Stock Bank), uu. 


W.R. 33 
PARTNERSHIP :—Receiver and manager—Sale of business as 
going concerv.—7'aylor v. Neate, cu.p. cutity, J. ee W.R. 190 
Sce aleo Contract, 3. 
PATENT :—1. Infringement—IJnquiry as to damages --Jury—Juris- 


diction.—-American Braided Wire Co. v. Thompeon, avr. SJ. 42 
2. Particulars of objection by defendant—Custs—Certificate— 

Practice—Jurisdiction of Court of Appeal—Patents, Designe, 

aud Trade-Marks Act, 1883, se. 29, sub-section (6)—R. 8. C., 1883, 

ord, 58, r. 4,—Cole v. Saqui, APP. 4. Fe W.R. 109 
3. Petition for revocation—Directions as “to place of trial— 

Jurisdiction—Patents, Designs, and Trade-Marke Act, 1883, ee. 

19, 26, 28—R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 36, r.1; ord. 30,r. 1. — Edmonds’, 

John, "Patent, Re, CH.D, NORTH, J. ave ae S.J, 92 


PHOTOGRAPH :—Portrait—Property in negative—Right of pub- 
lication.— Pollard vy. Photographic Co., cH.D, NORTH, J.ss S.J. 140 


POOR LAW: —1. Assistant overscer — Election—Warrant of 
justices—Jurisdiction—59 Geo. 3, c. 12, &. 7.—feg. v. Shepley, 
Q.B.D. ree W.R. 27 

2. Sottlement—Removal—Scttlement of. birth—Illegitimate 
pauper child under sixteen—Derivative settlement—Mother 
marrying after child’s biith—Repeal by implication—Poor Law 
Amendment Act, 1834, #. 71—Divided Parishes Act, 1876, s. 35. 
—Guardians of Northwich y. Guardians of St. Pancras, arr. 

W.R. 206 

POWER.—See Will, 11, 12. 


PRACTICE :—1. Action for redemption—Disputed title—Originat- 
ing summons—Costs—R. S. C., 1883, ord. 55, r. 5a.—Johnson v. 


Evans, cu.D. KEKEWICH, J. ... - S.J. 75 
2. Action not authorized by plaintiff—Judgment ‘wrongfully 
obtained by false affidavit—Primd facie evidence of liability of 
plaintiff.—James v. Brimage, a.3.D. : S.J. 75 
3. Admiesion—Amendment—R, §, C., 1883, ord. 28, r L— 
Louther v. Heaver, cu.D. KEKEWICH, J, on W.R. 55 


4. Appeal— Extension of time—Special circumstances: -Reversal 
of decision by House of Lords—R. 8, C., 1883, orc. 58, r. 15.— 
Esdaile v. Payne, avr. ons ra oe outtle 107, 200 
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‘Medlin “bearing —Sarieioton a raren Ir rwray 

APP. ave SJ. 74 
6. Attachment—Rules of "the Supreme Court, 1883, ‘ord. 44, r. 

2.—Davis v. Galmoye, arr W.R. 227; cu.p. nortu, J. S.J. 184 
7. Change of parties by baukraptey—Retention of bankrupt 

for purposes of discovery—R. S. C., 1883, ord. 17, r. 4.—(Gos- 

lings v. Tritton, cu. D. NORTH, J. ae - S.J. 29 
8. Change of solicitor—Change on the record—Notice to the 

Associates’ Department of the Central Office—R. S. C., 1883, - 

7,1. 3.—Hunt v. Fineberg, arp. ass one 8.J. 202 
9. Costse—Counter-claim against third party —County Courts 

Act, 1867, 8. 5—Judicature Act, 1873, s. 5—R. S. C., 1883, ord. 


65, r. 1. —Lewin v. Trimming, .B.D. “Es W.R. 16 
10. Oosts—Judgment against joint tort- feasors—Severance of 

defence.—Stumm vy. Dixon, a n.d. ... ed W.R. 92 
11. Costs—Motion standing over until trial of action.— Bourne- 

mouth Commissioners v. Holden, cu p. curry, J. oie S.J. 28 


12. Court fees—Periodical accounts—Percentage—Quantum 
meruit—Order as to Supreme Court Fees, 1884, schedule No. 72 
—Notes to schedule.—Crawshay, Re, Dennis v. Crawshay, cu.v. 


NORTH, J. ies W.R. 25 
13. Discovery—Interrogatories—R. Ss. C., 1883, ord. 31, r. 1.— 
Howel Morgan, Re, Owen v. Morgan, arr. ... we «=> WR, 2.43 


14, Enrolment of orders of other courts—Order of Scotch 
Court—Jurisdiction—Judgments Extension Act, 1868, &. 3.— 
Dundee Suburban Railway Co., Re, cu.v. Kay, J. as Wee oO 

15. Ex parte order—Application to discbarge—Re-hearing— 
Vacation judge—Foreigner nae | abroad—Substituted service 
of writ—Appearance—Waiver—R. S. C., 1883, ord. 12, r. 30; ord. 

63, r. 12.—Buyle, Campbell, & Co. v. Sacker, A APP. coc WR. 68 

16. Interim nie — Leeds, &c., Navigation Co. v. Horsfall, 

APP. , S.J. 183 

17. Judgment - in default of appearance of ‘defendant—Stat»- 
ment of claim served but not filed—R. S. C., 1883, ord. 13, r. 12 ; 
ord, 20, r. 1.—Phillips v. Kearney, cu.D. NORTH, 3. eee 8. J. 202 

18. Jadgment—Execution—Chattels, debts, and buseiness— 
Appointment of receiver—Judicaturs Act, 1873, s. 25, sub- 
section 8.— Manchester, dc., Banking Co. v. Parkinson,a.n.p. SJ. 12 

app. 8 J. 138 

19. Judgment under order 14—Leave to defend—Discretion to 
impose terms—R. S. C, 1883, ord. 14, rr. 1, 6.—Shurmur v. 
Young, arr. = 8.J. 155 

20. Libel—Bad reputation of plaiutiff —Rales of the Supreme 
Court, 1883, ord. 19, rr. 4, 15; ord. 21, r. 4.—Wood v. Durham 
art QP <i oo «=. Ws 898 

- Money standing to credit of "judgment debtor i in Chancery 
BR Pape: Aare order—Jurisdiction to make—Takes effect 
from what date—Stop order—1 & 2 Vict. c. 110,6.14—3 & 4 
Vict. c. 82, s, 1—Rules of the Supreme Court, 1883, ord. 46, r. 1. 
Judicature Act, 1873.— Brereton v. Edwards, arr. ion | es OT 

22. Order made in chambers—Motioa to dischargs —Fresh 
evidence —Judicature Act, 1873, e. 50.—-Rouse, Re, Rouse v. T'rihle, 

CH D. KAY, J. ° ove eee S.J. 74 

23. Order on further consideration and on summons to vary 
chief clerk’s certificate—Time for appesling—Rules of the 
Supreme Court, 1883, ord. 58, rr. 15, 15a.— Marsland v. Houle, arr. 

W.R. 81 

24. Ord. 14, r. 1—Penal sum—8 & 9 Will. 3, c. 11L—Ord. 3, 

r. 6b—Ord. 13, r, 14.—Tuther v. Caralampi, a.nd. ... W.R. 94 

25. Originatiog summons—Account—Claim for by cvstud que 
trusts in spite of release—Ord. 55, r. 3.—Ellis’ ee, Re, 


Kelson v. Ellis, cu.p, Kay, 3. W.R. 91 
26. Originating summons—Action—Costs—Ord. 55, . 3 (9).— 
—— v. Harvey, cu.D. KAY, J... ra W.R. 164 


27. Particutars—Action in Chancery Division—Claim for in- 
quiry as to damages for breach of covenant—R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 

19, rz. 6, 7.—Turnock v. Sartoris, arr. eee 8.J. 58 
28. Particulars—Libel. —Gourand v. Fitzyeral, a.BD. W.R. 55 
29. Particulars—Trespass action—High way— Acts of public 

dedication.— Spedding v. Fitzpatrick, arr. ... in Wee oe 
30. Service out of jurisdiction—Injunction to restrain act 

done within jurisdiction—R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 11, r. 1 ( /).—Conery 

v. Allan, arr. ... ove ove ree S.J. 91 
31. Solicitor—Ord. 14, r. 1—Action on solicitor’s bill— 

Taxation—Solicitors Act, 1843, 8, 37—Form of crder.—Smith v. 

Edwardes, arr. ... jon. Wate aan 
32. Specially -indorsed writ —Sufficieucy ‘of indorsement — 

Assignment of debt—Ord. 3, r. 6.—Bickers v. Speight, au.v. 

W.R. 139 
33, Stay of action—Security for costs—Aciion by undischarged 

bankrupt.—Buchan v. Hill, cu.v. NorTH, 3... ner SJ. 92 
34. Time for appealing—Separate orders ou further considera- 

tion and eummons to vary chief clerk’s certificate—R. S. C., 

1883, ord. 58, r. 15a.—Marsland v. Hole, arr. sie W.R. 81 
35. Time for appealing from chambers—Notice of motion— 
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Long Vacation—Ord. 54, r. 24—Ord. 52, r. 5.—Steedman v. 
Hakim, arr. vie we W.R. 

36. Trade-mark—Infringement—Diecovery — Names of pur- 
chasers of defendant’s goods. icant ies v. The Taylor Drug 
Co.—cH.D. KEKEWICH, J. «+ W.R. 

37. Winding up—Transfer to. “district | ‘registry —Liverpool 
Registry—R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 5, r. 9.— Liverpool Household, &c., 
Association, Re, cu.p. er 9 . S.J. 

38. Writ of assistance—R. S. C., ‘1883, ords. 47, 48.—Wyman 
v. Knight, cu.p. cH1try, 3. cos Welle 

See also Company, 12 ; Contempt of Court ; Coste, 1, 2, 5; 

County Court, 3, 4; Divorce, 6, 7, 8, 9; Mayor’s Court, 3; 
Mortgage, 4; Patent, 8, $3 Settled Land ; Solicitor, 7. 


PRINCIPAL and AGENT :—Stockbroker.—Hartas v. Ribbons, arr. 
S.J. 
PROHIBITION.—See County Court, 2, 4; Mayor’s Court. 


PROXY :—Form of proxy—Date of execution of proxy—Voluntary 
association—Jurisdiction.—Howard v. Hill, cu.p. KEKEWICH, J. 
W. R. 
RAILWAY COMPANY :—1. Arbitration clause—Action in High 
Court—Juriediction of the court—Effect of sections 4 and 26 of 
the Railway Companies Arbitration Act, 1859.—Zondon, Chat. 
ham, and Dover Railway Co. v. South-Eastern Railway Co., 
APP. ose W.R. 
2. Level crosring—Obligation to fence in ‘railway—Railways 
Clauses Consolidation Act, 1845, e. 47.—Charman v. South- 
Eastern Railway Co., arr. ose. ‘Walks 
3. Sale of surplus lande—Judgment creditore—Debenture- 
holders—Priority—Railway a Act, 1867, s. 23—Judg- 
ments Amendment Act, 1864, es, 4, 5.— Hull, Barnsley, ée., oe 
way and Dock Co., Re, arp R. 
4. Supenfluous lands—Abeolute sale—Lands Clauses Act, eas 
e, 127—Vendor and Purchaser Act, 1874—Summons—Declaration 
of title.—Thackwray and Young’s Contract, Re, on.p. CHITTY, J. 
W.R. 

See also Lands Clauses Act, 1, 2. 


REVERSION :—Sale—U nconscionable bargain— Unfair dealing— 
Independent advice—Undervalue—Premiums on life insurance— 
Delay and acquiescence—Costse—31 Vict. c. 4.—Fry v. Lane, 
Whittet v. Bush, cn.p. KAY, J. oes Per oon Werks 


SALE :—Auction—Conditions of sale—Warranty of horse—Horse 
disabled—Non-return according to conditions.—Chapman v. 
Withers, Q.B.De oes eee ove eee tee W.R. 


SETTLED LAND:—Application of corpus of trust funds for re- 
pairs—Jurisdiction of the court—Originating tummons for sanc- 
tion to such application—@rd. 55, r. 3.—Conway v. Fenton, cu.v. 
KEKEWICH, J. eee eee ose ove rae W.R. 


SETTLED LAND ACTS :—1. Direction for postponed sale—Con- 
tingent interest—Tenant for life—Persons entitled concurrently — 
Trust for accumulation—Costs of unsuccessful application allowed 
out of tettled property—Settled Land Act, 1882, e, 58, sub- 
section 1 (ix.), ss. 59, 60, 63.—Horne’s Settled Estate, Re, APP, 

W.R. 

2. Sale by tenant for life—Mortgagees—Consent—Costs— 
Capital money—Settled Land Act, 1882, ss. 20, 21, 50.—Cardigan 
v. Curzone Howe, CH.D. CHITTY, J. oes oes “< Wa 


SETTLEMENT :—1. Covenant to settle after-acquired property— 
Froperty acquired ‘‘ by devise, purchase, or otherwise ”—Validity 
—Public policy—Divisible covenant—Policies of insurance— 
‘Property Condition against assignment of policy.— Zurcan, Re, 
APP. oe «63>: WR 

2. Fraudulent deed—Intent to hinder creditors—Setting aside 
ante-nuptial settlement—13 Eliz. c. 5.—Pennington, Ex parte, 
Pennington, Re, arr. eee eee ante ese Je 


SHIP :—1. Damage—Collision—Loss of beneficial agreement to 
collect and carry cargo—Restitutio in integrum—Remoteness of 
damage.— Argentino, The, arr. eee a = 

2. Injury sustained by vessel grounding—Implied contract by 
wharfinger that vessel moored alongside jetty in Thames would 
not be damaged by state of forcshore.—Movorcock, The, p.v. & a.v. 

W.R. 

3. Limitation of liability—Practice—Distribution of limited 
amount where loss of life claims and claims for personal injury 
exceed £7 for each ton of the er of the plaintiffs’ sbip.— 
Victoria, The, P.v. KAD. «. W.R. 

4. Salvage—Fisherman going on. board distressed vessel in the 
capacity of a sieces sae signal.— Aglaia, The, r.v. & a.D. 

W.R. 
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TRADE-MARK :—1. 





5. Shipping Casualty Investigations Act, 1879—Rehearing at 
request of Board of Trade—Merchant Shipping (Carriage of Grain) 
Act, 1880, s. 4, sub-section (c)—Board of Trade Regulations— 
Precautions against shifting of grain cargo laden in port of 
Mediterranean or Black Sea.—Rothbury, The, p.v. & av. W.R. 158 


SOLICITOR :—1. mca to strike off the rolls.—Svlicitor, A, 
Re, a.B.D. ‘ S.J, 127 
2, Authority to Teceive consideration money for deed —Produc- 
tion of deed with receipt indoreed—Conveyancing Act, 1881, s, 
56.—Day v. Woolwich Equitable Building Society, cu.p. NortH, 3 
SJ. 61 
3. Bill of costs—Taxation—Sale of land out of the jurisdiction 
—Scale charge~-General Order under Solicitors’ Remuneration 
Act, 1881, schedule I., part I.—(reville's Settlement, Re, cu.v. 
RAMs Ss. 0<0 = W.R. 150 
4, Costs —Practice—Winding up—Solicitor to official liquidator 
—Companies Act, 1862, s. 97—Solicitors’ Remuneration Act, 1881 
—Scale charges — Election. —United Kingdom, &c., Building 
Association, Re, cu.p. CHITTY, J. - i 8.J. 127 
5. Costs—Taxation—Order for payment—Claim for negligetice. 
—C. (a Solicitor), Re, Ford, Ez parte, arr. ... 8.J. 155 
6. Costs —Taxation—Scale fee for “ conducting sale by auction”’ 
—Auctioneer paid by client—Solicitors’ Eee Order, 
August, 1882, r. 4; schedule I., part I., r, 11.—Newbould v, 
Bailward (Re Newbould) ; Parker v. Blenkhorn (Re Par‘er), 4.1. 
8.J. 94 
7. Coste—Taxation—Solicitor-trustee—Disallowance of costs— 
Summons to review without carrying in objections before taxing 
master—R. 8, C., 1883, ord. 65, r. 27 (39) (41). —dJones, Re, Jones 
v. Evans, cu.D. NORTH, J. ... ove 8.J. 142 
8. Costs—Taxation—Taxation of ‘bill more than twelve months 
after payment—Third parties—Receipt of trust money by solicitor 
with notice of breach of trust—6 & 7 Vict. c. 73, 8. 41.—Jackson, 
Re, Boughton-Leigh v. Boughton-Leigh, cu.p. NorTH, 3. 8.J. 185 
9. Costs—Unqualified person acting as solicitor—Judgment by 
consent—Solicitors Act, 1874, e, 12.—IJrving v. Sanger, arr. 
8.J, 186 
10. Privilege—Examination of witnesse—Refusal to disclose 
address of absconding bankrupt. aie Official Receiver, Ex 
parte, Arnott, Re, BKCY. os. ose W.R. 223 
11, Trustee—Declaration in will " that sclicitor-trustee may 
charge testator’s estate with costs—Attesting witness—Wills Act, 
1837, s. 15.— Pooley, Re, arr. = oa. Wem Oe 
12. Undertaking of solicitor—Enforcement—Summary jurisdic- 
tion.—Solicitor, A, Re, cu.p. currry, J. wee one S.J. 76 
See also Costs; Practice, 8, 31. 


“Fancy word” — Colourable imitation ~ 

Rectification of register—Patents, Designs, and Trade-Marks 

Act, 1883, 2, 64, sub-section 1 (c).— Watermain v. Ayres, arp. 

W.R, 110 

2. Fancy word—Descriptive foreign term—Bok6!—Patents, &c., 

Act, 1883, s. 64, sub-section 1 (c).—Davis, Berghendahl, & Co.'s 

Trade-Mark, Re, CH.D. CHITTY, J. ase SJ. 11 
3. Foreign trade-mark—Time for registration iu 0 

Patent, &c., Act, 1883, ». 103 (1), (3),—Californian Fig 7 

Co., Re, CH.D. STIRLING, J. ss nol 8.J. 108 
4. Registration restrictive — User a General jurisdiction of 

court—Trade-Marks Registration Act, 1875.—Juy v. Ladler, 

CH.D. KEKEWICH, J. one 8.J. 43 
5. Sheffield register—Old ‘corporate mark—Registration—J uris- 

diction of Cutlers’ Company and Comptroller—Patents, Desigus, 

and Trade-Marks Act, 1883, es. 81, 90.—Lambert’s Trade-Mark, 

Re, cu.D. NORTH, J. one ace eee eee W.R, 154 
See also Practice, 36. 


TRADE NAME :—Injunction—“ Stone ale.” —Thompson v. Mont- 


Gomery, CH.D. CHITTY, J. ase one one eee S.J, 43 


TRUSTEE :—1. Liability—Non-enforcement of payment of trust 


moneys when payable—Loss to trust estate—Onus of proof as to 

how loss occasioned—Executors—Legacy—Action by legatee— 

Judgment de bonis propriis—Right of creditors to call on legatee 

to refund.— Brogden, Re, Billing v. Brogden, arr. ... W.R. 84 
2. New trustees—Duties and liabilities—-Notice of incumbrance 

to original trustee—Constructive notice—Dealing with trust funds. 

—Hallows v. Lloyd, cu.p. KEKEWICH, J. oo §6€©6ssSWW«C Rs 
3. Sale of trust property to a etranger—Re- purchase by trustee. 

— Postlethwaite, Re, Postlethwaite v. Rickman, arr. ... W.R. 200 
4, Vesting order—Infant heir of equitable mortgagor—Trustee 

Act, 1850, s. 7—Jones, Re, cu.D. NORTH, J. ose 8.J. 43 

See also Bankruptey, 10, 11, 18, 20; Copyholds, ae 
Lands Clauses Acts, 2; Lunacy, 2; Solicitor, 7,11; Will, 2, i4. 
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VENDOR and PURCHASER :—1. Contract for sale—Unauthorized 
agent—Ratification—Mutuality — Specific performance,— Bolton 
Partners v. Lambert, cu.p. KEKEWICH, J. ae, ¢ 

2. Interest in land—Sale of building materiale—Statute of 
Frauds, se. 4, 17—Specific performance—Part performance— 
Damages.— Lavery v. Pursell, cu.p. CHITTY, J. val W.R. 

3. Misleading particulars—‘‘ Business premises ’’—Restrictive 
covenant-- Notice—Rescission of contract—Return of deposit— 
Jurisdiction—Vendor and Purchaser Act, 1874, ¢. 9.—Davis and 
Cavey’s Contract, Re, cu.D. 8TIRLING, 3. W.R. 

4. Particulars of eale—Misdescription—Measure of compensa- 
tiov.— Chi fferiel, Re, Chifferiel v. Watson, cu.p. NontH, 3. W.R. 

5. Purchase of enclosed land—Right of way—Vendor and 
Purchaser Act, 1874, e. 9—Zavery and Kirk, Re, cu.p. sTIRLING, J. 

Je 

6. Specific performance—Sale of life interest in trust moneys— 
Provision against riek by variation of investmente.— Reynolds v. 
Pipkin, cu.p, cuitty, J. we S.J, 

See also Railway Company, 4 


eee eee eee 


WILL :—1. Construction—Die without leaving issue male.—Ball, 
Re, Slattery v. Ball, arr. W.R. 
2. Construction—Discretionary power to invest eatate- —TImplied 
power to sell real estate.— Holloway, Re, cu.p. NoRTH, 3. W.R. 
3. Construction —Gift to legatees, and, in case of their decease, 

to their executors or administrators—Residuary gift by one of 
legatees to testator—Intestacy.— Valdez’ Trusts, Re, cu.p. KAY, J. 
W.R. 

4, Construction—Legacies to societies separate at date of will, 
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127 


92 


but united before testatrix’s death._—Jay, Re, ested v. Johnson, 
CH.D, CHITTY, Je eee “ 8.J. 
5. Constraction—Provision for children of testator’ s daughter 
—Gift over—Daughter dying “without leaving any child her 
surviving.” —Hamlet, Ie, Stephen v. Cunningham, arr. W.R. 
7. Construction“ Rents, dividends, and annual proceeds ””»— 
Income or corpus—Payment of debts out of corpue—Recouping 
corpus out of income.—Green, Re, Baldock v. Green, cu.v. 
STIRLING, J. as 8.J. 
8, Construction —“ Wife ”—Divorce. —Hitchins v. ‘Morrieson, 
CH.D. KAY, J. eee W.R. 
9. Husband and wite—Probate granted of "void will of married 
woman—Remedy of husband.—Smart v. Tranter, oun.p. KAY, J. 
W.R. 

10. Legacy—Husband and wife—Gift to wife while living apart 
from a ee Re, Trafford v. 
Maconochie, arr.. Po W.R. 
11. Power—General power of appointment—E xercise by will 
—“ Contrary intention”—Wills Act (1 Vict. c. 26), 8, 27.— 
Marsh, Re, Mason v. Thorne, cu.D. NORTH, J... ae 3 
12. Power—Special power of appointment—General gift, devise, 
and appointment—Exercise of special power.—(otton, Re, Wood 
v. Cotton, cH.D., NORTH, J. W.R. 
13. Rule against perpetuities—Evidence of age of woman.— 
Dawson, Re, Johnston v. Hill, cu.p. curry, 5. ‘iia W.R. 
14, Tenant for life—Unauthorized securities—Enjoyment in 
specie—Power to retain investments. sine Re, Nixon v. 
Sheldon, cu.p. NortTH, J. W.R. 

See also Administration, 7 ; Solicitor, i 
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